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REMARKS 

Claims 2-6, 10, 14 and 17-19 were pending and rejected. Applicants hereby amend 
claims 2, 5, 6, 12 and 14. Further, Applicants add new claim 20 and 21. Accordingly, claims 2- 
6, 10, 12, 14 and 17-21 are all the claims pending in the application. Features added in the claim 
amendments and the new claims are at least supported by FIGS. 3, 6 and 7 and corresponding 
description in the instant specification. 

Claim objection 

Claim 2 is objected to because of a minor informality,- 

Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to withdraw the objection in view of the 
amendment to claim 2, 

Claims rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph 

Claims 1 , 5, 6, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph as being 

indefinite for faiUng to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which the 

Applicant regards as the invention. 

In view of the amendments to the preamble and features of the additional string in the 

claims, Applicants respectfully request the Examiner to withdraw the 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second 

paragraph rejection. 

Claim rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 2, 4-6, 10, 12, 14 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly 

being unpatentable over Hamada (EP 0 850 673) in view of Liu (U.S Patent No. 6,077,164) and 

- In the Office Action, claim 1 is incorrectly indicated as being objected for a minor informality instead 
of claim 2, 
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fiirther in view ofHogenhout et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2001/0053969; hereinafter 
"Hogenhout "). Applicants traverse the rejection for at least the following reasons. 

Claim 2. 5.6. 12 and 14 

Claim 2 recites, in part: 

wherein the nurture simulation game device stores an option 
information table in which a plurality of target option IDs, the basic 
strings, the substitute strings and the speech recognition data are 
correlated, 

wherein when the speech input device is selected, whether or not 
the substitute string corresponding to the target option ID is registered in 
the option information table is determined; and 

when there is no substitute string registered in the option 
information table, the basic string and the speech recognition data 
corresponding to the target option ID is used and 

when the substitute string is registered in the option information 
table, the substitute string and speech recognition data corresponding to 
the target option ID is used. 
Applicants respectfully submit that Hamada, Liu and Hogenhout, alone or in 
combination, do not teach or suggest these features of claim 2 recited above. 

For instance, even though Hogenhout, in paragraph [0024], discloses a text adder 33 
adding surrounding phrases and politeness terminology and Liu, in FIGS. 5 and 6, shows a 
speech input and keyboard input criteria, the cited references, alone or in combination to not 
teach or suggest "the nurture simulation game device stores an option information table in which 
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a plurality of target option IDs, the basic strings, the substitute strings and the speech recognition 
data are correlated ." 

In view of the above, Applicants submit that claim 2 is patentable over the cited 
references. 

Claims 5. 6. 12 and 14 

Claims 5, 6, 12 and 14 recite subject matter analogous to claim 2, and therefore are 

patentable for at least the same reasons discussed above with regard to claim 2. 

Claims 4. 10 and 17-19 

Claims 4, 10 and 17-19 depend from claim one of the independent claims that are 

allowable, and therefore claims 4, 10, 15 and 16 are allowable at least by virtue of their 

dependency. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over 
Hamada in view of Liu andHogenhout and Volk et at. (U.S. Patent No. 5,673,401). Applicants 
traverse the rejection for at least the following reasons. 

Claim 3 

Applicants respectfully submit that since claim 3 depends from claim 2 and since Volk 
does not cure the deficiency noted above with respect to claim 2, claim 3 is allowable over the 
cited reference at least by virtue of its dependency. 

New claims 

Claims 20 and 21 depend from claim 2, and therefore are patentable at least by virtue of 
their dependency, and the additional features recited therein. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



/Ebenesar D. Thomas/ 
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Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 
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